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IN THE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 
DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT 


in Reproduction) 


PLAIN 
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PRELIMINARY STATEMEN 


Plaintiffs and their dependent children are recipients of 
public assistance from the State of Connecticut under the Aid 
to Families with Dependent Children (hereinafter "“AFDC") flat 
grant program, who have received written notification from 
the State of Connecticut Welfare Department that they are 
required to appear for a personal interview at a local welfare 
district office for the redetermination of their eligibility 
for AFDC benefits pursuant to Connecticut State Welfare 
Department Manual, Vol. I, Index 2200, paras. 4 and 5 
(hereinafter "Manual") (a copy of which is attached as Exhibit A). 
Plaintiffs and the class they represent are provided no money 
for transportation for these redetermination interviews, nor 
are day-care or child-care facilities of payments made available 
to them for the care of their children while they are required 
to trevel to the local weliare office for the AFDC redetermina- 
tion interview. Ad ionally, many jndividual members of the 
plaintiff class have no private transportation available to 
them nor in the areas of Connecticut in which they reside are 
means of public transportation available to them. Unless 
plaintiffs appear for these redetermination interviews at the 
local district office as required by the defendants, their 


AFDC benefits will ©e summarl ly terminated and t hey and their 


families will be subjected to harsh and threatening circumstances 
that will threaten the well-being « then veé id thei 
children. Plaintiffs, individually and on e of all other 
persons similarly situated, seek to have this Court declare 
invalid and permanently enjoin the practice and written 

of the defendants which fail to provide transportation, day-care 
services, reimbursement for public or private transportation 
expenses, or the estab ishment of additional district sub- 
offices of the State Welfare Department to minimize the hardship 
and burden presently placed upon 

comply with the redetermination pc 

Plaintiffs allege that the defendants' policy requiring a 
face-to-face AFDC redetermination interview Ww thout providing 
travel expenses, day-care expense, or the 

transpc ‘tation operates to deprive them of 

rights under the Fourteenth Amendment to 


Constitution, and the Social Security 


seq., and the regulations promulgated thereunder. 


URISDICTION 


Jurisdiction is conferred upon his Court by 28 
3) and (4 
Plaintiffs' action for declara “y injunctiv 
brought pursuant 


and Rule &§7 = the der 1 yo Civi Procedu 


LECNARD ANDREWS, MARGA ET BARSTIS, BARBARA 


ELIZABETH Tt VIV N FELTAULT and 


JANIE WRIGHT, bring this action on behalf of themselves, their 
dependent children, and all other persons similarly situated 
pursuant to Rule 23(a) and of the Federal Rules of 

Civil Procedure. The class is composed of all present and future 
AFDC recipients in Connecticut who are reguired to report to 
State Welfare Department offices for AFDC redetermination 
interviews pursuant to written departmental policy, Manual Vol 
1, Index No. 2200, paras. 4 and 5, p.2, without affording said 
persons travel, day-care, or automobile expenses to and from 
said offices. This class is so numerous that joinder of all 
members is impractical; there are questions of law and fact 
common to the class; the claims of the representative parties 
will fairly and adequately protect the interests of the class; 
and, the defendants, and their agents, and employees have acted 
and refused to act on grounds generally applicable to the class 
thereby making appropriate declaratory and injunctive relief 


with respect to the class as a whole. 


THREE JUDGE COURT 


4. This is a proper case for determination by a three- 
judge district court pursuant to 2 ics §§2281 and 2284 
since plaintiffs seek a permanent injunct ion to restrain the 
defendants, state officials, from the enforcement, operation, 
and execution of departmental policy, Manual, Vol. I, Index No. 

paras. 4 and 5, p. of statewide applicability on 


the ground that said policy is violative of the Fourteenth 


Amendment to the United States Constitution. 


PLAINTIFFS 


All plaintiffs are citizens of » United States, 


- 5 = 
of the State of Connecticut, and AFDC recipients in 


of Connecticut: 


Plaintiff LEONARD ANDREWS resides with his 


a. 


children in Willimantic, Connecticut. 


b. Plaintiff MARGARET BARSTIS resides with her one 


minor child in Enfield, Connecticut. 


Plaintiff BARBARA BRITTO 


minor children in Westport, Connecticut. 


her four 


fay) 


d. Plaintiff THELMA DAVIS resides with 


minor children in South Norwalk, Connecticut. 


e. Plaintiff ELIZABETH ERVIN resides with her minor 


grandaughter in South Norwalk, Connecticut. 


ae Plaintiff VIVIAN ‘LTAULT resides with her five 


minor children in Enfield, Connecticut. 


g. Plaintiff JANIE WRIGHT resides with her four 


minor children in South Norwalk, Connectl 


DEFENDANTS 


6. Defendants are both state officials ch 


, for the operation of the AFDC program 1n 


responsibility 


State of Connecticut: 


NICHOLAS NORTON, C< ymmissioner f Welfare 


a. Defendant 


for the State of Connecticut is sued in both his individual 


and official capacities. Pursuant to Connecticut General 


f 


17-2, and 17-3b, he is design. ‘d 


Statutes, §§17-l, 


individual responsible for adopting and implementiag the policy, 


rules, and regulations of the Connecticut State Welfare 


Department (hereinafter "Welfare Department") with respec 


the AFDC program. 


to 


b. Defendant HE Y F BOYLE, 


Welfare Departmen is sued in both his individual and 


capacities. ursuant : nnecticut General Statutes, 
the Commissio of the 
Department i he promulgation and implementation 


redetermination policy. 


JAL ALLEGATIONS 


Plaintiff ANDREWS: 


sole source 
the amount of $404.40 


20, 1974, plaintiff ANDREWS received 


’ 


written notification ordering him to report to the Norwic! 

District Office of the Welfare Department on sun: 4. 2974, for 

a "redetermination of eligil ity" interview for AFDC (a copy 
is attached as Exhibi 3 Mr. Andrews does not 


L sf 


own an automobile nor is public transportation available to 
permit him to travel to 1e Norwich District office which 1s 
18 miles n his residence. 
letter dated June 4 : plaintiff ANDREWS 

received notification from a worker at he Ca welfare office 
that his family's AFDC benefits would be lisconti d on June 

for his failure to appe: - the scheduled redetermination 
interview (a copy is att s Exh C By letter, 
dated June 7, 1974, plaintiff EW'S attorneys requested an 
evidentiary hearing and requested that the same be he 


Willimantic, Connectict s Mr. Andrews was 


to Norwich 


letter dated June 14, from 
supervisor of division of income maintenance at 
Norwich District Office of the Welfare Department to 
attorneys it is stated that his case record 
r. Andrews is able to travel to Norwich 
should be able to arrange a ride through his 

church. I hope you 

appear in this 

Shea for another appointment betfc 


discontinuance of his award". 


Exhibit E). 


Her family's sole source of support 1S 
the amount of $209.49 per month. 

b. On or about May 18, 1974, plaintiff BARSTIS 
received written notification ordering her to report to the 
Hartford District Office of the Welfare Department 
1974, fora "redetermination of eligibili 
AFDC (a copy of which is attached as Exhibit 


does not own an automobile in which to travel to the Hartford 


District office which 1s approximately 20 miles from her 


residence. 

Although public bus transportation 1s available 
between Enfield and Hartford it is available only early in the 
morning and late in the afternoon. ‘he Enfield terminal 
over one mile from iff BARSTIS' home, ; the Hartford 


terminal s situated such that plaintiff BARSTIS would 


required to take a ] s to the Hartford Dist 


. % wa we eww ae Ye oer 


fF 


Plaintiff E : flat grant AFDC award is insufficient to 


allow her to pa} e costs of this transportation. 


Even if plaintiff BARSTIS were able to travel 
for her redetermination interview she would be 
four-year old daughter out of school for the 
at grant award is insufficient to allow 


expenses. 


intiff BARBARA BRITTO: 


Her family's sole source of support is AFDC 
in the amount of $310.69 per month. 
On or about May 16, 1974, plaintiff BRITTO 
-itten notification ordering her to report to the 
office of the Welfare Department on 
"redetermination of eligibility" interview 
of which is attached as Exhibit G). Ms. 
BRITTO does not own an automobile in which to travel to the 
eport District office which is 10 miles from her residence. 
Although public transportation is available 
stport and Bridgeport plaintiff BRITTO's AFDC flat 
is insufficient to allow her to the round 
xi fare from her residence 
the local welfare offi 
f BRITTO could trave 
redetermination inte 
AFDC award 
younges 


transit to tl Bric District 


10. Plaintiff THELMA DAVIS: 
a. Her family's sole source of support 
tance in the amount of $404.40 per month. 
On or about June 3, 1974, plaintiff DAVIS re- 


ceived written notification ordering her to report to the 


Bridgeport District office of the Welfare Department on July 


EG; 1974, tora "redetermination of eligibility" inte 

AFDC, although she is within walking distance of 

Norwalk District office. Ms. DAVIS does not own an automobile 
in which to travel to the Bridgeport District office which 1s 
approximately 18 miles from her residence. 

c. Although public transportaion is available between 
South Norwalk and Bridgeport plaintiff DAVIS' AFDC flat grant 
award is insufficient to allow her to pay the round trip fare 
ind the taxi fare from her residence to the bus station or train 
station in Bridgeport to the local welfare office. 

d. Even if plaintiff DAVIS could travel to the 
Bridgeport District office for her redetermination interview, her 
family's AFDC award is insufficient to en > her to pay 
costs of child-care for her younger children while 
transit to the Bridgeport District office of the 
ment. 

ET. Plaintiff ELIZABETH ERVIN: 

Her family's sole sources of support are SSI 
assistance in the amount of $140.90 per month and a small monthly 
supplement from the Welfare Department for herself and AFDC 
assistance in the amount of $80. 56 per month for her grand- 
daughter. 


b. Plaintiff ERVIN 
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continuous heart condition which prevents her from travelling 
more than <~ 2w blocks. 
or about May 20, 1974, plaintiff ERVIN received 
written notification ordering her to report to the Bridgeport 
District Offtte of the Welfare Department on June 19, 1974, for 


"redetermination of eligbility" interview for AFDC assistance 
her granddaughter, although she is within walking distance 
the South Norwalk District Office. Ms. ERVIN does not own 
automobile and in any event 1s unable to travel to the 
Bridgeport District office via public transportation which is 
approximately 18 miles from her residence because of her heart 
condition. 
d. Wholely apart from her physical disability plaintiff 
ERVIN's granddaughter's AFDC flat grant award is insufficient to 
allow her to pay the costs of public transportation t and from 
Bridgeport District office. 
Plaintiff VIVIAN FELTAULT: 
family's sole source of support 
assistance >» amount of $404.40 per month. 
b. On or about May 16, 1974, plaintiff FELTAULT re- 
ceived written notification ordering her to report to the 
Manchester District office he Welfare Department on June 


19, 1974, ror . "redetermination of eligibility’ interview for 
AFDC (é pi E hich s attached as Exh tbit HH). Ms. FELTAULT 
does not own an aut omobile in which tot ravel to the Manchester 


District office which is 26 miles from her residence. 


No public transportation is available to permit 


plaintiff FELTAULT to travel directly 


office from her residence 


Gy The only public transportation available 
bus from Enfield to Har + and from Hartforc 
This means of transportat s available 
morning and late 
flat grant award is insufficient allow he o pay th 
of public transportation to and from 


otfice. 


Manchester District office for her redeterminatl<¢ 


's AFDC award is insufficient 


her family 
costs of child-care for her two 
in school and for her eldest children who return home 
before she could return home from Manchester. 
\ iz. Plaintiff JANIE WRIGHT: 
a. Her family's sole source ol 
in the amount of $356.38 per month. 


b. On or about May 20, 1974, plaintiff 


ceived written notification ordering her to report 


Bridgeport District office of the Welfare Department 
19, 1974, for a “redetermination of eligibility" 
AFDC, although she is within walking distance 
Norwalk District office. Ms. WRIGHT does nc wn é automobile 
in which to travel to the Bridgeport District office which 1] 
approximately lé from her residence. 
public transportation 1 
South Norwalk and Bridgeport, plaintiff WRIGHT' 
award is insufficient to allow her to pay the round 


J 


and the taxi fare from her residence to the bus 


station in South Norwalk and from the 


ee 
local welfare office. 
WRIGHT could travel to the 
District office for her redetermination interview, 
AFDC award is insufficient to enable her 
chila@-care for her two-month old chi shile she 


the Welfare 


incorporated 


if fully pleaded. 


to participate in the AFDC program, the 
is obligated by federal law to furnish 


*n with reasonable 


amended, 
0), requires that a S -e plan for aid 


families with children must de « 
that aid to families with dependent children shall be furnished 
with reasonable mptness to all eligible individuals 

Social Security 
amended, 
families with dependent ch ren means y payments that they 
be made to meet the s of th thild ar he » living 


with him and caring him, and tl 


"those interested n or concerned 


- 13- 


complying with the defendants' redetermination policy, the de- 
fendants have violated the Social Security Act, 42 U.S.C. § OU 


(b) (1) and (2) by placing restrictions upon the use of the 


assistance grant and thus failing ») provide aida to fam lies with 
Ac ~ Aan _ lA 
dependent children. 
Cc Tw _ 3 H — TAY — ] uP Ar Arn’ 
19. In conditioning continuing eligibility for AFD 


assistance upon arbitrary travel requirements, the defendants 
have erected barriers to otherwise eligible recipients, thereby 
breaching the federally imposed obligation to provide such aid 


to "all eligible individuals" under § 402 (a) (10) of the Social 

Security Act, 42 U.S.C. § 602 (a) (10) 
20. The defendants in conditioning eligibility for AFDC 

benefits on those recipients seeking continuing eligibility 11 
such a way as to place restrictions on their use »9f these grant 
(burdensome travel requirements), have failed to provide aid to 
families with dependent children in violation of § 406 (b) (1) and 
(2) of the Social Security Act, 42 U.S.C. $ 606 (b) (1) and (2) 

5 21. By failing to devise and implement an AFDC redetermin- 
ation system that provides easy access to the recipients and 
relieves them of additional financial burdens the defendants 

é have denied and continue to deny plaintiffs and members of the 
class they represent their rights under the Social Security Act 
and therefore are in violation of the Supremacy Clause of the 


United States Constitution. 


have no adequate remedy at law, and have suffered and will 


continue to suffer irreparable injury as a result of defendants' 


action complained of herein. 


SECOND COUNT 
throuth 19 are hereby incorporated by 
fully pleaded. 
the Social Security Act, 
aid and services to 
with children mus ( proviae that it shall be 
all political subdivisions of the State." 
refusal to provide transportation, 
monet reimbursement for these expenses 
members of the class they represent 
ability « AFDC recipients to participate 


redetermination interviews. By requiring 


1intiffs and the members of the class they represent to travel 


long distances as a condition of e sik essential 


defendants' 


the Social 
that the state plan for 

and services t 1eedy ies with children" 
ministered so as 1 , in fect I Olitical 
of the State." 

Defendants policy which fails t 2rOV AFDC recip- 
to redetermination centers ) the state 
regulation Co «Bee 2p which requires 


A State plan under Title I, IVA, X, XIV, 
XVI, or XIX of the Social Security Act 

must provide that it shall be in opera- 
tion, through a system of local offices, 


On a statewide basis in accordance with 


equitable standards for assistance and 
administration. 


policy of F nada ) provide 


redetermi 


requlation 


similar 


cipients 


tion system 
throughout 
to deny plainti 


their 


promulgated 


Supremacy 


have no adequate remedy 


tinue t 


action complained 


and 


propos1n 


"Lf 


face-to-face ermination interviews, 
denied the plaintiffs and the mebers of the 


£ 


their rights the Due Process 


Amendment to the United States Constitution by failing 


constitutionally sufficient hearing prior 


Manual, 
paras. 4 and 5, p. 2, ts face and as a} ied violates 
Due Process and Equal Protection Clauses he Fourte 
Amendment to the United States Constitution in that said 
creates a permanent, irrebutable presumption that the 
grant awards of the plaintiffs and the members of the class they 
represent are sufficient to allow them pay the transportation 
and child-care expenses necessarily incurred by them 


"redetermination of 


Plaintiffs and members of 
have no adequate remedy at law, and I » suffered an 
- 


tinue to suffer irreparable injury as result of th 


actions complainted of 


PRAYER FOR RELIEF 


convene a 
§§ 2281 


case down for a prompt 


(a) (} 


‘ 


s+ 4 
action. 


the three-judge 


Pending a hearing and determination by 


court, issue a temporary restraining order pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 


2284(3) restraining defendants, their successors in office, 


agents and employees, and all other persons in active concert 


and participation with them, from continuing to cause irreparable 


harm to plaintiffs and other persons similarly situated by 


terminating their AFDC benefits to which they are entitled and 


that would otherwise be available to them were it not for the 


defendants' illegal implementation of State Welfare Department 


policy, Manual Vol. I, Index 2200, paras. 4 and 5, p. 2 under 


which defendants assume ineligibility of the plaintiffs if they 


do not have a redetermination interview at the District office. 


4. Issue a final judgment pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§2201 and 


2202 and Rules 54, 5/7, and 58 of the Federal Rules of Civil 


Procedure declaring that State Welfare Department policy Manual 


Vol. I, Index 2200, paras. 4 and 5, p. 2 is invalid on its face 


and as applied on the grounds that it is violative of provisions 


contained in the Social Security Act, the federal regulations 


promulgated thereunder , and the Fourteenth Amendment to the 


Constitution of the United States. 


Di Issue preliminary and permanent injunctions, pursuant 


to Rule 65 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, enjoining 


n and employees, and 


successors in office, agents 


™ 
js. 
- 


defendants, t 


all other persons in active concert and participation with them 


from refusing to continue to plaitniffs and all other persons 


similarly situated their AFDC benefits in the amounts to which 


I of State Welfare Department 


hey are entitled on the basis 


Vol. I, Index 2200, paras. k- and 5; ps: 2 


sgulations, Manual 


policies under which de 
plaintiffs if 
interview at 

6. Allow plair 
attorneys fees 


Ns) 


cluding payment of monies 


this Ge : just, proper 


’ 


Counnec 
Social Service Tolictles 


ee 


Application, Determination of Eligibility, and 


= 36 = 
EXHIBIT A 


Stat.’ Neltars Departuent Manuad Vo 


= Public Ausistance 


tieut 


<A THE APY. CATLON PROCESS 


W f * = ”’ 
Furnishing Agsistance <<" 


————— anne 


en 


4. Eligibility for continuing assistance 46 redetermined: 


freg uen tly in AFDC than 90 day & aALCter 


a. Periodically, but no less 
six months thereafter, and 


the effective date of award and every 
twelve months in the other categories. 


b. At any time when @ change of circumstances has %ccurred. 


thirty days after the Department 


c. Promptly, but not in excers of 
changes in a recipient's 


obtains information that indicates that 
circumstances may affect his eligibility or the amount of 


assistance. 
5. in determining initial and continuing eligibility: 
a. For AFDC, a personal interview is required with applicants 
and recipients. 
factors pertaining to 


b. Verification is required of all 
e to pro- 


eligibility - technical and financial. 
»ssential to the deter- 


Failur 
vide verification ot information ¢ 


ination or redetermination of el 
in a stated amount or that it has been 


t {givility tor assistance 
has been authorized 
denied or terminated. 

to the Department, in wrat 


Lic 


6. Recipients are required to report 
15 days any change in the information which has.been provided on an 


application or redetermination of Gliigioility forn. 


a. Failure to report changes within the specified time period way 
result in the Department’ gs taking legal action against a 


recipient. 


b. The Department must complete action to efiect nec 
no later than 30 days after receiving notification 


“in circumstances. 


of a chan,e 


7. The Department establisnes and waantains methods by which it 4 


currently informed about Dietrict Offices' 
provisions and to the procedurai 
ity, and takes corrective action when necessary. 


adnerence to the state ! 


FxeGiT & 


gHaTY CHANTS 


in witnan 


requirewents for determining eligibil- 
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EXHIBIT B 


NOTI. « OF REDETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY - AFDC 


AVISO PARA REDETERMINACION DE ELEGIBILIDAD - AFDC 
w1230 1.74 


4 
< 


and Food Stamps i appt ble, must be 
Assistance 


if 


we will assume you no longer need 


Your contir ne cliugtility for APLM 


redetermined at this time HU you aish to continue recenving Public 
plesse « me in fora personal interview at the (ame ana piace shown below 


you foil to heep your scheduled appointment, 


the Dopartment will start action to di continue your case. 


assistance and 


completed Radetermination form with you. 


YOU MUST bring this notice and the 
Redeterminacién con usted. 


USTED TIENE QUE troer este aviso y la forma de 


— 


'LERNARD ANDREWS 
321 JEFFREY RN APT D 


WILLIMANTIC CT 96226 


= 


(Read instructions on bock) 


INSTRUCTIONS: 


The redetermination requirement can de met only by a face-to-face 
intervie w 


B. You may call the District Office to have your interview rescheduled if 


A 


1. You are in the hospital 


2. Youareil, (You must bring @ doctor's statement to your 
escheduled interview.) 


You are employed and your employer refuses to give you the ume 
off 


C. To prepare for the interview 


l Carefully read the enclosed ‘Verification Guide to find out what 


information you must bring to the interview 

Complete all stems on the enclosed Redetermination of Eligibility 

If the answer is No, write or check No. If the answer is 
fetarls 

YOU MUST BRING THIS NOTICE AND THE COMPLETED REOETERMINA- 

TION FORM WITH YOU : 


Form 
yes. give 


D Please be on time. If you are late, you will have to wait to be inter: 


viewed 


x 


Connecticut State Woifure Us portent 


Departamento De Bienestor PuLiico De Connecticut 


Date of notice 


Dia de ta noticia 


una cutrevis stte 
cite separada para usted anticipadame 


mas oyuda, y e! Departamento comenroro la ace 


+o descon! 


ANO LOCAT 
Y $iTiO CF 


TIME 
cc HORA 
W 
eee 


Month/ Mes 


we 


27% 


a 
Ama Us . 


(Lea fas imstruccrones on 


INSTRUCCIONES 


Dm is ter n requiere 


persona! (frente/trente) 


neae ac 


B. Usted puede Of 
i Si usted 


2. Siu 


amar aia 
estien el H 


sted esté enfermo t 


po que usted venga a ia nueva 


esta empleado y ¢i pat 


asistir a la cila 


C.  Preparacidn | 


1. 6feaco 


ara la entr 


jadosaime 
sepa que 


clase 


entrevista 


USTED TIENE QUE TRAER ESTE AVISO 7 LA FORMA 


CION CON USTED 


Pues si 


usted 


D 


Favor de venir 
para ser entrevistado 


a tiempo 


a die 
EXHIBIT C 


. ies ahaa ere'y > AW pat 
CURNLCTACUL® oassal, WeLF ARs. via Aiverst 


PROPSITD ererwies 
AA av se ~O Lv Ne 


Date Sent by Worket a eeneenes 


Address 1°] Ip ffre: Road. WA ND. Williman: ec, Sonn —_———— 


Dear “r Andrews: 


This is to notify you that the State Welfare Department i6 proposins, to: 


/ SUSPEND 


mene -Y 


Effective Date 


REDUCE Frou to- Effective Dace ST 


" DISCONTINUE__June_ 20, 197! 


a+ a ST 


Eifective Dete 


your assistance because 


oe 
for ADO 


Policy Reference_ yonua) Volume 12200 pars 2 


~é¢ 


If you dissgree with the proposal, ycu may eager? an acerca Keering to ve nese 


at +e State Welfare Department Office at_279 St_, Norw ae | Ce oa es 
Aadreoo 


Your request for an evidentiary — wust be made in writing to che piate 
Office no later than 1h 


{er 


ore 


If you are aggrieved beceuse the Department | 53 to suspend, reduce, 
continue your grant or your grant was incorrectly conputeci, ans = Teyue 
Evidentiary Hearing: by the above date, your asaietance will coatinus CoO 


the assistance payment period in which the final decision on the avideatiary 
ing i6 rendered. 


If we do not hear from you by 
automatically be Jiscontinued — 


We are enclosing a Form for you to complete ii you decide you “0 
Evidentiary Hearing. A self-addressed envelope is a)so encloses 


You have a right 0 bring with you witnesses and any docuuentet y 

port your claim. You may speak for yourself or you may be accocj: 
counsel or a friend: or other spokesman at the Evidentiary Mearin7. 
for an Evidentiary Hearing does not in any way diminish your rip,hi 


adia 


You can etill request a Fair jicaring 1f your request 18 mailed wit. 


the date you receive official notice of action taken regarding 


you 
Requests for a Fair’ Hearing must be mace im writing, and addre 
Welfare Department, Main Strect Extension,’ Middlctown, 


sed 


Conneccicul 


Sincerely, 


EXHIBIT D 


Willimantic Office 


District Offic 
Connecticut St 
279 Main Stree 


ec 

tate Welfare Department 
et 

Norwich, Connec 


ticut 06360 


Dear Sir/Madan: 


The purpose of this letter is to request an cvice ‘ 
hearing on behalf of Leonard Ancrews, Si SEC irey sen, 
Apartment D, Willimantic, Connecticut. ‘Ir. Andrew's ca 
number is 163-C-048502, 

Mer. Andrews has received a notification dated vune «t., 
1974 to the effect that he and his children will 
discontinued from AFDC benefits effective Ju: ; 

1974 because he failed to appear for his "redstel 

of eligibility for ANC". As you may be avare, th 

no public transportation between Willimantic 13163 
Additionally, tr. Andrews does not possess private © 5 
of transportation and thus was unable to atte 1 the 


interview for the redetermination of his famccy's 
eligibility for AFDC. For the same reasons li 


Andrews was unable to attend the recertification 11% i 
~ . ’ . ’ + * ‘ , . 
« in Norwich, he is also unable to attend an CViarheoane 
hearing in Norwich. Consequently, he is requesti 


evidentiary hearing, or a fair hearing, to be hele i 
Willimantic, Connecticut. 


Thank you for your time and consiJcration. 


Very truly yours, 


cc: Mrs. Elaine Shae 
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June 1 1974 
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TOLLAND -WINDHAM 
: MLEGAL ASSISTANCE, INC, 
Attorney Douglas M. Crockett en er 
! G 
Tolland-Windham Legal Assistance, Inc. JUN 1914 


a 


Post Office Box D 
Willimantic, Connecticut 06226 


WILLIMANTIC OFFICE 


Res Leonard Andrews 
163=-0=-048502 


Dear Mr. Crockett: 


I an forwarding your letter of June 7 to our Fair Hearing Section to serve 


as a formal request for a fair hearing for Mr. Andrews. 


Our record indicates Mr. Andrews is able to 

he should be able to arrange a ride through his family, friends, or perhaps 
his church. I hope you will impress upon fim that his failure to appear in 
this office before June 15, or to contact Mrs. Sfea for another appointment 
before that date will result in the discontinuance of his award. 
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(Mies) Emily-Mae Howard, Program Supervisor 
Division of Income Maintenance 
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INSTRUCTIONS: 


The redetermination requirement can be met only by & face-to-face 


interview 


A. 


B. You may call the District Office to have your interview rescheduled if 


1. You are in the hospital 


2. bring @ doctor's statement to your 


You are tl (You must 
rescheduled interview.) 
You are employed and your employer refuses to 


off 


Cc. To prepare for the intery 
1. read the enclosed ‘Verification Guide’ to find out what 


give you the ume 


iew 


Carefully 


information you must bring to the uiterview 
Redetermination of Eligibility 


slete all 1s on the enclosed 
check No. If the answer 1s 


If the answer 1s No, write or 
e details 

1 BRING THIS NOTICE AND THE CON.PLETED REDETERMINA: 
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D. Please be on ume. if you are late, you will 
view 
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TION FORM 
have to wait to be inter- 
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interview personal (frente/frente 
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2. You are il (You must bring @ doctor's statement to your 2 
rescheduled interview.) 
You are employed and your employer refuses to give you the time 
off 
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Carefully read the enclosed ‘Verification Guide’ to find out what 
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asisar a ia Cita 
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CION CON USTED. 

Favor de venir a tiempo. 

para ser entrevistado, 
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"AFDC personal 


intervi 


travel 
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a face- 
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further 


In 


provided for . . . redetermination of eligibility, is 
to £ interview in the district office of the department." 
Under ¢ rgency § 17-2-29 such interviews are to take 
"(nJo less frequently than ninety (90) days after the « 
tive date of award and every six (6) months thereafter 
[There are only a limited number of district offices in 
it 
“— 
tate at which such interviews are conducted with the 
attendant result that some welfare recipients must 
jistances at greater expense and inconvenience than 
wddition, plaintiffs allege that persons who live at a 


incur 


baby-sitting 


trave 


distance are more likely t 
expenses during the period when they are 
welfare offices. Welfare reci,ient ire not 
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available whenever an agency "finds that a imminent peril 
y to the public health, safety, or welfare requires adoption ‘ 
In the case of the regulations involved in this action, the 
Department of Welfare has made such a determination and thu 
is currently yjperating under the provisions of emergency 
regulations. 
2 
The locations of these offices are Hartford, Manchester, Nev 
Haven, Bridgeport, Norwich, Waterbury, Middletown, Stamford, 
u Torrington, Bristol, New Britain anda Meriden. 
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Dated at Hartford, Connecticut, this 19th day of 


November, 1974. 
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